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REPLY BRIEF 



Sir: 



Applicant respectfully files this Reply Brief in response to the Examiner's Answer mailed 
on March 22, 2004. 



I. 



REPLY 



With respect to claim 1, the Examiner asserts that Narurkar teaches automatically 
transferring time sensitive data from a first processor-based system to a second processor-based 
system. However, Narurkar is primarily directed to manipulation of data of a first format to a 
format used in a second system. There is no specific teaching in Narurkar that such data be time 
sensitive data to be automatically displayed on the second system. 

The Padwick reference is merely a description of the Outlook email program and does 
not provide any teaching or suggestion with regard to interfacing with a second system. 
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Accordingly, there is no motivation in either reference to combine them in order to obtain 
the method of claim 1. While the Examiner asserts that Narurkar expressly suggests use of 
Outlook (Answer, p. 4), all that Narurkar states is that Outlook can be one of a number of 
application programs that use different data formats. Nowhere however, does Narurkar teach or 
suggest the desirability of displaying transferred time sensitive data at a predetermined time. 
Accordingly, without such a motivation, the proposed combination fails and claim 1 is 
patentable. 

With regard to claim 2, similarly there is no motivation to combine the additional 
reference (Kanevsky) with Narurkar and Padwick. In this regard, Kanevsky is directed to an 
emergency server backup system. However, there is no motivation to combine these three 
disparate references, one directed to transferring information files of disparate configurations; 
one directed to an email program; and one directed to an emergency backup system to: cause 
time sensitive data to be transferred to a second system when a first system is being powered off, 
and then to display the time sensitive data at a predetermined time on a display coupled to the 
second system. Accordingly, the rejection of claim 2 should be reversed. 

II. CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth herein, as well as set forth in the Appeal Brief, Applicant 
respectfully requests that each of the final rejections be reversed and that the claims subject to 
this Appeal be allowed to issue. 
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